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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicants arguments filed on 5 January 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

2. As per applicant's arguments regarding "the system in Ludtke replies on an intermediary 
device, i.e., the proxy device, to store information and to detect when the devices are on-line. In 
addition, Ludtke fails to teach that the requesting device and the proxy device are used as a 
single device" have been considered but are not persuasive. The appUcant does not explicitly 
disclose the data communication apparatus does not use a proxy device; therefore, the data 
communication apparatus can be a proxy device since the proxy device is a computer in a 
network which obviously has capability to schedule and process requests. Furthermore, Ludtke 
discloses a single apparatus schedules and processes requests without using a proxy device 
(Ludtke, col. 2, lines 11-19). 

3. As per apphcant's arguments regarding "Ludtke states that prior art devices cannot 
establish requests for services while one or more servicing queues are off-line" have been 
considered but are not persuasive. The quoted section by the applicant is only part of the 
background of the art. In other part of the disclosure, Ludtke discloses a request device which 
generates and stores requests in off-line operation within itself without the help of a proxy device 
(Ludtke, col. 2, Hnes 11-19, "while the servicing device is off-line , requesting devices and other 
devices in the AV network must continue to store their requests and the associated data until the 
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servicing device goes on-line again"). The requesting device does not need to be on-line with 
server or a proxy device in order to generate and store requests. 

4. As per applicant's arguments regarding Okazaki does not teach a timing for connecting 
the data communication apparatus to the network to establish on-line operation have been 
considered but are not persuasive. Okazaki teaches request and transmit data through web at a 
specified time. It is well known to one of ordinary skill in the art that the connection between a 
requesting device and server is broken after transferring the requested hypertext data in a HTTP 
server. Therefore, the time of transferring data is also a time to connect the receiving device to 
the network to establish on-line operation so that the requested hypertext data can be transmitted 
to the receiving device at the specified time, 

5. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and/n re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the off-line schedule generating and storing means into the 
information transmitting system of Okazaki so that the system can generate and store request 
while off-line. This saves the user from the burden of must connect the device online when 
generate request. It is more convenient for the user to schedule request without caring about the 
online offline restriction. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okazaki et 
al. ("Okazaki", JP 1 1-212995) in view of Ludtke et al. ("Ludtke", 6,434,596). 

As per claim 1, Okazaki teaches a data communication apparatus, which utilizes 
hypertext data stored in a server apparatus via a network, comprising: 

schedule processing means for processing the request for obtaining the hypertext data 
based on the schedule data in on-line operation in which the data communication apparatus is 
connected to the network (Okazaki, page 2, [0007]). 

Okazaki does not explicitly teaches generating and storing schedule data based on a 
request for obtaining the hypertext data which occurs in ofT-line operation in which the data 
communication apparatus is not connected to the network. Ludtke teaches generating and 
storing schedule data based on a request for obtaining the hypertext data which occurs in off-line 
operation in which the data communication apparatus is not connected to the network (Ludtke, 
col. 2, lines 1 1-20). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine Ludtke with Okazaki so that the requesting devices 
to can transparently offload requests and the associated data to a proxy device when a servicing 
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device is off-line, thereby allowing the requesting devices to perform other tasks (Ludtke, col. 3, 
lines 29-32). 

As per claim 2, Okazaki and Ludtke teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 1 , and further teach 

clocking means which detects present time and date (Okazaki, page 4, [0012], [0016], 
[0023]); and 

connection control means which connects the data communication apparatus to the 
network to establish on-line operation at predetermined time and date in accordance with the 
time and date detected by the clocking means (Okazaki, page 4, [0023]). 

As per claim 3, Okazaki and Ludtke teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 1, and further teach set time and date of connection for each schedule data (Okazaki, page 
4, [0012], [0016], [0023]). 

As per claim 4, Okazaki teaches the data communication apparatus as set forth in claim 1, 
comprising: 

data storing means for storing the hypertext data obtained from the server apparatus 
(Okazaki, Fig. 1, page 5, [0034]); 

data reading out means for reading out the hypertext data stored in the data storing means 
(Okazaki, page 5, [0034]); and 

data display means for displaying the hypertext data read out by the data reading out 
means (Okazaki, page 5, [0034]). 

Okazaki does not teach wherein the hypertext data, which was requested to be obtained in 
the off-line operation is linked with hypertext data which is displayed by the data display means 
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in the off-line operation. Ludtke teaches the data was requested to be obtained in the off-line 
operation (Ludtke, col. 3, lines 26-45). 

As per claim 5, Okazaki teaches a data communication apparatus, which utilizes 
hypertext data stored in a server apparatus via a network comprising: 

schedule processing means for processing the request for transmitting the data based on 
the schedule data in on-line operation in which the data communication apparatus is connected to 
the network (Okazaki, page 2, [0007]). 

Okazaki does not explicitly teach schedule generating means for generating and storing 
schedule data based on a request for transmitting the data to the server apparatus which occurs in 
off-Hne operation in which the data communication apparatus is not connected to the network. 
Ludtke teaches generating and storing schedule data based on a request for transmitting the data 
to the server apparatus which occurs in off-line operation in which the data communication 
apparatus is not connected to the network (Ludtke, col. 2, lines 1 1-20). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
Ludtke with Okazaki so that the requesting devices to can transparently offload requests and the 
associated data to a proxy device when a servicing device is off-line, thereby allowing the , 
requesting devices to perform other tasks (Ludtke, col 3, Unes 29-32), 

Claims 6-7 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claims 

2-3. 

Claims 8-10 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claims 

1-3. 

Claim 1 1 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 5. 
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Claims 12-13 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for 
claims 2-3. 

As per claim 14, Okazaki teaches a data communication program executable to operate a 
computer as: 

schedule processing means for processing the request for obtaining the hypertext data 
based on the schedule data in on-line operation in which the data communication apparatus is 
connected to the network (Okazaki, page 2, [0007]). 

Okazaki does not explicitly teach schedule generating means, for generating and storing 
schedule data, based on a request for obtaining the hypertext data which occurs in off-line 
operation in which a data communication apparatus which utilizes hypertext data stored in a 
server apparatus via a network is not connected to the network. Ludtke teaches schedule 
generating means, for generating and storing schedule data, based on a request for obtaining the 
hypertext data which occurs in off-line operation in which a data communication apparatus 
which utilizes hypertext data stored in a server apparatus via a network is not connected to the 
network (Ludtke, col. 3, hnes 26-46). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Ludtke with Okazaki so that the 
requesting devices to can transparently offload requests and the associated data to a proxy device 
when a servicing device is off-line, thereby allowing the requesting devices to perform other 
tasks (Ludtke, col. 3, lines 29-32), 

Claim 15 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 2. 

As per claim 16, Okazaki teaches a data communication program executable to operate a 
computer as: 



# 
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schedule processing means for processing the request for transmitting the data based on 
the schedule data in on-line operation in which the data communication apparatus is connected to 
the network (Okazaki, page 2, [0007]). 

Okazaki does not explicitly teach schedule generating means, for generating and storing 
schedule data, based on a request for transmitting data to the server apparatus which occurs in 
off-line operation in which the data communication apparatus which utilizes hypertext data 
stored in a server apparatus via a network is not connected to the network. Ludtke teaches 
schedule generating means, for generating and storing schedule data, based on a request for 
transmitting data to the server apparatus which occurs in off-line operation in which the data 
communication apparatus which utilizes hypertext data stored in a server apparatus via a network 
is not connected to the network (Ludtke, col. 3, lines 26-46). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Ludtke 
with Okazaki so that the requesting devices to can transparently offload requests and the 
associated data to a proxy device when a servicing device is off-line, thereby allowing the 
requesting devices to perform other tasks (Ludtke, col 3, lines 29-32). 

Claim 17 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 2. 

Claim 18 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 14. 

Claim 19 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 16. 
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Conclusion 



8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Chang et al. (6,134,584) disclose a method for accessing and retrieving information from 
a source maintained by a network server. 

9. TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. AppUcant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chongshan Chen whose telephone number is 703-305-8319. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (8:00 am - 4:30 pm). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E Breene can be reached on (703)305-9790. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
appUcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto,gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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